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in the terminology of Helm and Ostwald ? This principle, which, like the first, is fundamentally a priori, states that all becoming is space depends on the existence of differences of what is called the " intensity " of energy, as, e.g. temperature. May this principle be saved also in spite of the action of individualising causality ? I think it may, if only we suppose that the non-mechanical agent which is the bearer of individualising causality is able to suspend such happening as is possible on the basis of pre-existing differences of intensity and as would occur without the suspension. Suspending possible cJiange and relaxing suspension would then be the two modes of " action " of the bearer of individualising causality which we shall henceforth speak of as entelechy. The name, though well known in the metaphysical terminology of Aristotle, is not here used in the proper Aristotelian sense.1
If in our figure 1 (p. 201) the points stand for sixteen systems equal one to another and each endowed with endless "possibilities" (in the form of given differences of energetic intensities), we can understand how this homogeneous distribution of possibilities may be transformed into a heterogeneous distribution of realities, figure 2. In order that this may happen it is only necessary that entelechy, which is supposed to have suspended all possibilities so far, relaxes its suspension for each system in a different way.
By our theory, that the action of entelechy consists in the suspension of given possibilities, we avoid a very serious fault of almost all forms of 1 See p. 14.